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Associations between Religious Fundamentalism and Attitudes
towards Homosexuality: A Study into the Differences between
Attitudes towards Gay Men and Lesbians as Individuals and Same
Sex Relations.
Katie Clark
Butler University
It has long been reported in social research that individuals demonstrating a higher degree of
religiosity lend to exhibit more negative attitudes towards homosexuality. However, there is lillie
research in the literature that differentiates between altitudes towards gays and lesbians as
individuals and the intimate acts they perform with the same sex. This research proposes tofirst
of all confirm whether there is a relationship between religiousfundamentalism and attitudes
towards homosexuality, andfurther to decipher the potential differences in altitudes towards
gays and lesbians as individuals and same-sex acts. A self-report survey was completed by 94
students at a small Midwestern college in obtaining datafor this research.
Introduction
The relationship between religiosity and attitudes towards homosexuality has been subject
to many research studies over the latter half of the twentieth century to the present day. The aim
of this research is to further explore religious fundamentalism and attitudes towards
homosexuality by seeking to understand the differences in attitudes towards gays and lesbians as
individuals and acts of intimacy between same sex persons, and to see if there is a relationship
between the extremity of attitudes and level of religious fundamentalism. Much of the previous
literature on the issue, such as Rowatt et al (2006) and Herek (1987), has been influenced by or
at least incorporates some of Allport's (1954) ideas, including his "Contact Hypothesis" which
suggests that the greater the contact between a person and members of stigmatized out groups (in
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this case, homosexuals), the lower the prejudice will be (Allport, 1954). Following this widely
accepted hypothesis, previous research supports the belief that both the degree of exposure to
gay, lesbian or bisexual persons (GLB) and the types of relationships with the individual(s) are
important indicators of attitudes towards gay and lesbian individuals. Finlay and Walther (2003)
found the number and type of relationship(s) with GLB persons to strongly influence attitudes
towards homosexuality, namely, homophobia tended to decrease with increased GLB contacts
and closer relationships with them.
Allport (1954) proposed that religion possesses the potential to both inhibit and produce
prejudice through a complex interplay of emphasizing the importance of commonalities between
people and inducing militaristic social norms. On the extreme end of such maintenance of social
norms, there have been some discriminatory acts towards GLB which attracted much public
attention; the murder of Matthew Shepherd in 1988 in Wyoming for example, saw a church
leader present a sign reading "God Hates Fags" at Shepherd's funeral. More recently in July
2012, Chick-Fil-A, a group which is also renowned for its strong religious values, publically
announced their company's opposition to gay marriage. Such extreme demonstrations of
homophobia linked to religion have attracted the interest of many sociologists, and so this study
intends to further understand the relationship between religious fundamentalism and attitudes
towards same-sex relations. In this context, I will be using the term "same sex relations" to refer
to intimate acts between two individuals of the same sex, such as kissing, hold hands and other
sexual activities.
One aspect of the relationship between homophobic attitudes and religion which has been
the focus of much of the research literature, has been the differentiation between intrinsic and
extrinsic religious persons and the correlational effect between this aspect of religiosity and
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prejudice towards GLB (Berek, 1987; McFarland, 1987). Allport and Ross (1967) summarized
this distinction by saying "the extrinsically motivated person uses his religion, whereas the
intrinsically motivated lives his religion" (p. 434). Given this distinction, research suggests that
an intrinsic orientation (particularly in relation to Christian Orthodoxy) is associated with greater
tolerance towards those considered out groups such as GLB, who are identified by the religious
body as deserving tolerance (Berek, 1987). To further expand on this existing research, it has
been suggested that the intemalization of orthodox Christian beliefs underlies the negative
correlation between prejudice and intrinsic religious orientation, indicating that the more
intrinsically motivated one is regarding faith, the less prejudiced they will be towards GLB
(Rowatt et al. 2006; Ford et al. 2009). Wilkinson (2004) on the other hand, makes the
observation that highly intrinsically religious individuals are more likely to openly admit their
negative views of same-sex relationships because it is seen as being in line with their religious
values. These mixed findings indicate that this line of research is in need of further exploration.
It is prominent throughout the research literature with regards to this particular topic, that
controlling for Right Wing Authoritarianism (RWA) is of great importance (Rowatt et al. 2006;
Ford et al. 2009; Whiteley, Childs and Collins, 2010; Laythe, 2002). In this context, the RWA
refers to a sociopolitical construct concerning authoritarian submission and conventionalism
(Rowatt et al., 2006). We would therefore be looking at the high degree of adherence to
traditional religious beliefs and norms as they are established by the larger religious society, and
a strong belief that other members of society should follow this degree of conventionalism. In
general it has been found that Religious Fundamentalism (RF) correlates more positively with
discriminatory attitudes towards those thought of as out groups (including GLB), than Christian
Orthodoxy (Kirkpatrick, 1993) and RWA is strongly correlated with prejudice against GLB
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persons. One of the major findings of Rowatt et al. was that "Religious fundamentalism was the
strongest predictor of a negative implicit attitude toward gay men relative to heterosexuals" (p.
397), therefore suggesting that religious fundamentalists hold the ethnocentric belief that one's
own religion is superior to any other way of life which may not hold the same values.
One potential measure of implicit prejudices was demonstrated by Rowatt et al. (2006)
whereby they utilized the Implicit Association Test (JAT; Greenwald, McGhee, and Schwartz
1998) to measure the strength of automatic associations between homosexuals and negative
words. Focusing on implicit rather than explicit attitudes appears to have been more informative
in previous research due to their lesser susceptibility to deliberate alteration than the self-report
techniques involved in explicit attitude evaluations. Given that this research is concerned with
attitudes towards GLB as individuals compared to attitudes towards intimate same sex acts, it
would be difficult to set up an IAT which did not cross any ethical boundaries in terms of the
pictures that would have to be presented to represent sexual acts. With this in mind, it is thought
that a questionnaire may be a more appropriate approach.
Several studies within the research literature found differences in the extremity of attitudes
towards homosexuality and the branch of religion with which they were associated. Finley and
Walther (2003) for instance, found that members of Conservati ve Protestant denominations
scored highest on the measures examining homophobia, followed by Moderate Protestants and
Catholics, Liberal Protestants, Non-affiliated, and non-Christian groups.
Numerous theories have been applied to the general consensus throughout this area of
social research, including Allport's contact hypothesis and concept of religion both creating and
preventing prejudice (1954), the gender belief system (Deaux and Kite, 1987), and RWA
(Altemeyer and Hunsberger, 1992). These three theories were used in guiding the analysis of the
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obtained results. The main sociological theory underlying these concepts however, is
ethnocentrism. Within a religious context, this refers to the tendency to make "In-group versus
Out-group" judgements of others based on one's own religious beliefs (Altemeyer, 2003). This
theory lent guidance in answering my research question: Is there a correlation between religious
fundamentalism and attitudes toward GLB and same-sex relations?
Methods
A total of94 surveys were distributed to college students at a small Midwestem university,
however the total number used in the analysis was 78, since 16 surveys had to be excluded from
analysis due to contradictory answers. In conducting this research, several questionnaires were
used from previous research to collect quantitative data, since the validity and reliability of these
measures had already been established.
1. Altenmeyer and Hunsberger's (1992) Right Wing Authoritarian Scale (Appendix A) was
used to measure authoritarian submission, authoritarian aggression, and conventionalism on a
30 - point self-report questionnaire format. Participants indicated their level of agreement
with the statements on a 9 point likert scale (1 = very strongly agree; 9 = very strongly
disagree e.g., "In these troubled times laws have to be enforced without mercy, especially
when dealing with the agitators and revolutionaries who are stirring things up'")
2. The Religious Fundamentalism Scale (Appendix B) was used from Altemeyer and
Hunsberger (1992) to measure the degree to which participants believe their own religious
identification to be the one all other people should follow. This scale consists of 20 items and
a 9 point scale (0 = very strongly agree; 9 = very strongly disagree; eg., "Whenever science
and sacred scripture conflict, science must be wrong".)
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3. Selected questions were taken from the shortened version ofHerek's (1988) Attitudes
Toward lesbians and Gay Men Scale (Appendix C) and used to measure participant's
attitudes toward gay and lesbian individuals, while questions referring to acts of intimacy
between members of the same sex were removed from this part of the analysis and included
in the analysis of measures of attitudes toward same sex relations. Eight questions from
Herek's scale were rated on a seven point scale (0 = very strongly agree; 7 = very strongly
disagree; eg., "Female homosexuality is a sin".)
4. The Final scale (Appendix D) used measured attitudes toward same sex relations and
included statements regarding specific acts of intimacy and affection between two members
of the same sex such as "It is wrong for individuals of the same sex to engage in sexual
intercourse". Five statements for this measure were included in the questionnaire, and were
rated on a 7 point scale (0 = very strongly disagree; 7 = very strongly agree). For this section
of the survey I also used some of my own devised questions in addition to questions from
Kite and Deauxs (1986) Attitudes toward Homosexuality scale, particularly those which
referred exclusively to same sex relations, as opposed to gay and lesbian individuals.
5. Following the series of Iiker-response questions, I included foul' open ended questions
(Appendix E) for qualitative purposes, which asked participants to further explain their
viewpoint regarding same maxrelations; e.g,) 'IDo you think homosexual relations between
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consenting adults should be illegal?"
PattJcir ants indicated their l'eHgiousaff1licttiol1 in an open ended format alongside various
other demographic questions, which were sorted into categories using the ~uiclelitleS provided by
Finley and Walther (2003). Participants were also asked how many gay and lesbian persons they
knew, indicated by circling one of three options (none, 1-3,4 or more). To measure how close
participants were to any gay or lesbian persons, Finlay and Walther's format was used to ask
participants to select the most appropriate category to describe their relationship (casual
acquaintance, room/house mate, faculty/work colleague, close friend, family member, and other.)
These options were then coded in a hierarchical format with family members considered the
closest relationship down to the most distant relationship of casual acquaintance.
The above measures were chosen on the basis that they have been used in several studies
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within the existing literature. The validity of each measure has been supported by several
researchers who have used these conceptualizations and measures in their own work, therefore
the Right Wing Authoritarian Scale and Religious Fundamentalism Scale were supported as
valid and reliable measures for this research.
SPSS was the statistical program used to carry out inferential statistical analyses;
specifically, correlations to establish the significance of relationships between religious
fundamentalism and attitudes toward both gay and lesbian individuals and same sex relations.
Separate correlations were run between various variables including; negative attitudes towards
gay and lesbian persons against high religious fundamentalism, followed by low religious
fundamentalism, and further against high right wing authoritarianism and leftist orientation.
Correlations were then run between negative attitudes towards homosexual acts against high and
then low religious fundamentalism, followed by leftist orientation and then against high right
wing authoritarianism,
Results
Several correlations were run for the quantitative data obtained from the survey. A
positive moderate correlation was found between high religious fundamentalism and negative
attitudes towards gay and lesbian persons (ATGL) (r = 0.53, P < 0.0 J). Similarly, a moderate
negative correlation was found between low religious fundamentalism and negative ATGL (r = -
0.617, P < 0.01). A slightly stronger positive correlation was found between high religious
fundamentalism and negative attitudes towards homosexual acts (r = 0.613, P < 0.01) and the
same pattern was reflected in a slightly stronger negative correlation between low religious
fundamentalism and negative attitudes towards homosexual acts (r = -0.695, P < 0.01). A
moderately strong negative correlation was established between negative attitudes towards
homosexual acts and higher scores for leftist orientation (r = -0.703, P < 0.01) while a moderate
positive correlation occurred between negative attitudes towards homosexual acts and higher
scores for right wing authoritarianism (RWA) (r = 0.489, P < 0.01). A moderate positive
correlation was also found between negative ATGL and higher scores ofRWA (r = 0.402, P <
0.01). Finally, there was a moderately strong negative correlation associated between negative
A TGL and a higher leftist orientation (r = -0.693, P < 0.01).
In the qualitative section of the survey, participants were asked whether or not they
thougbt homosexual relations between two consenting adults should be illegal. In response to
this, ninety percent of participants said that they believed it should not be illegal, while three
indicated that it should and one person said they were not sure. Four respondents did not answer
this question. When asked whether sexual relations between two individuals of the same sex was
wrong, 59% said that it was not wrong while 12% said that it was sometimes wrong and 23%
stated that they believed such relations are either almost always or always wrong. One person
indicated that they were not sure and another four did not answer the question. In response to
whether or not homosexual relationships are a moral issue, 71 % expressed the belief that they are
not, contrasting with the view of 18% of participants that homosexual relationships are morally
wrong. Six respondents did not answer this question while another 3 indicated that they were not
sure or that it is not completely, but is in part a moral issue. The final question regarding whether
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homosexuality should be considered an acceptable alternative lifestyle or not, 82% said yes it
should, 9% thought that it should not be acceptable, and two respondents indicated that they did
not feel it was their place to decide. One person said they were not sure and another 4
respondents did not answer.
Overall, the majority of respondents demonstrated more positive attitudes towards
homosexuals than negative attitudes. There were also a greater number of respondents that
demonstrated a leftist orientation compared to a right wing authoritarian orientation. As
predicted, there was a relationship between attitudes towards homosexuality and religiosity, with
more religious individuals typically reporting more negative views of homosexuality than less
religious individuals.
The mean scores for respondents scores on all scales used in the survey can be found in
table I. The descriptive statistics indicate that the mean age of respondents was 20.15 years,
while the mean number of gay or lesbian persons know to respondents was 1.67 persons. With
regards to self-classified religious affiliation, 42.3 percent of the sample were Christian, 35.9
percent were catholic, 19.2 percent were non-affiliated, and 2.6 percent made up an "other"
group for the sake of data analysis which included one Muslim and one Buddhist. In analyzing
the nature of respondent's relationship(s) with known gay and lesbian persons, 21 respondents
reported knowing a casual acquaintance, 3 respondents had a gay or lesbian roommate, 4
respondents had a gay or lesbian work colleague, 34 reported their closest relationship to a gay
or lesbian person as a close friend, while 15 respondents bad a gay or lesbian family member,
and only I respondent reported knowing no gay or lesbian persons.
Table 1
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Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
age 78 18.00 29.00 20.1538 1.71379
number of gay/lesbian persons 78 .00 2.00 1.6795 .49658
known
High religious fundamentalism 75 10.00 83.00 39.6533 19.36387
Low religious fundamentalism 77 16.00 90.00 61.9221 17.92952
Positive ATGL 74 3.00 21.00 15.0135 4.84130
Negative ATGL 76 5.00 32.00 10.0395 7.23223
Positive attitude towards 78 2.00 14.00 9.9872 3.56569
homosexual acts
Negative attitude towards 78 4.00 25.00 10.4231 6.13171
homosexual acts
High right wing authoritarianism 73 18.00 98.00 58.6849 18.63753
Leftist orientation 76 43.00 129.00 86.4474 21.17319
Valid N (listwise) 69
Overall, the majority of respondents demonstrated more positive attitudes towards
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homosexuals than negative attitudes. There were also a greater number of respondents that
demonstrated a leftist orientation compared to a right wing authoritarian orientation. As
predicted, there was a relationship between attitudes towards homosexuality and religiosity, with
more religious individuals typically reporting more negative views of homosexuality than less
religious individuals.
The mean scores for respondents scores 011 all scales used in the survey can be found in
table 1. The descriptive statistics indicate that the mean age of respondents was 20.15 years,
while the mean number of gay or lesbian persons know to respondents was 1.67 persons. With
regards to self-classified religious affiliation, 78.2 percent of the sample were Christian, 19.2
percent were non-affiliated, and 2.6 percent made up an "other" group for the sake of data
analysis which included one Muslim and one Buddhist. In analyzing the nature of respondent's
relationship(s) with known gay and lesbian persons, 21 respondents reported knowing a casual
acquaintance, 3 respondents had a gay or lesbian roommate, 4 respondents had a gay or lesbian
work colleague, 34 reported their closest relationship to a gay or lesbian person as a close friend,
while 15 respondents had a gay or lesbian family member, and only 1 respondent reported
knowing no gay or lesbian persons. A summary of the descriptive statistics obtained by the
survey can be found in table one.
Table 1
Descriptive Statistics
N Minimum Maximum Mean Std. Deviation
age 78 18.00 29.00 20.1538 1.71379
number of gay/lesbian persons 78 .00 2.00 1.6795 .49658
known
High religious fundamentalism 75 10.00 83.00 39.6533 19.36387
Low religious fundamentalism 77 16.00 90.00 61.9221 17.92952
Positive ATGL 74 3.00 21.00 15.0135 4.84130
Negative ATGL 76 5.00 32.00 10.0395 7.23223
Positive attitude towards 78 2.00 14.00 9.9872 3.56569
homosexual acts
Negative attitude towards 78 4.00 25.00 10.4231 6.13171
homosexual acts
High right wing authoritarianism 73 18.00 98.00 58.6849 18.63753
Leftist orientation 76 43.00 129.00 86.4474 21.17319
Valid N (Iistwise) 69
Discussion
The opposing correlations between high and low religious fundamentalism against
negative attitudes towards gay and lesbian persons (ATGL) supports the hypothesis that
increased religiosity is associated with more negative attitudes towards gay and lesbian
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individuals. Furthermore, the second hypothesis for this research proposed that those
demonstrating greater levels of religious fundamentalism would hold more negative attitudes
towards same sex relations compared to gay and lesbian persons. This hypothesis was supported
by the stronger positive correlation between high religious fundamentalism and negative
attitudes towards same sex relations than that compared to that between high religious
fundamentalism and negative ATGL.
Interestingly, some of the strongest correlations involved the leftist scale measurement, with
higher leftist orientation scores associated with less negative ATGL and negative attitudes
towards same sex relations, more so than high scores ofRWA were associated with these same
variables. Where richt winz authoritarianism has often been found to be a confounding factor in~ ~
studies looking into how levels of religiosity are associated with attitudes towards homosexuality
(Rowatt et al., 2006), the stronger correlation found between high religious fundamentalism and
ATGL and also towards same sex relation, compared to those associated with RWA and the
same indicators of attitudes towards homosexuality, suggests that religious fundamentalism is a
more significant predictor of such attitudes than RWA within this particular sample.
The qualitative data revealed some interesting and telling infonnation which could be
used in directing which aspects of this area Ofshldy would be worth researching further. With
regards to the 70 respondents that indicated their belief that same sex relations should be legal, 5
did so with a somewhat disapproving connotation. One respondent indicated that there was no
point in making homosexual relations illegal since it could not be controlled by law, while
another mentioned that it should be left to the church to decide whether to carry out same sex
marriage and another simply stated that although it should not be illegal, it should not be
accepted by the church. Some of the more favorable elaborated responses towards homosexuality
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included three participants who pointed out the importance of freedom of choice regarding
sexuality, and another three emphasized the factor of equality between individuals regardless of
their sexuality.
Of the 46 participants that indicated their belief that sexual relations between same-sex
individuals was not wrong, 6 emphasized that it is not wrong as long as it is consensual. It would
be interesting to look further into this aspect of sexual relations to see how attitudes stand
amongst college students on the perceived prevalence of non-consensual same-sex sexual
.activity, and how this compares to perceptions of other sex non-consensual activity. Within the
18 responses that stated the opinion that such relations are wrong, some of the reasons included
that being homosexual in itself is not a sin, but that homosexual acts are. Another participant
emphasized that the bible clearly states that homosexuality is a sin punishable by death and
another expressed that they could not understand same-sex attraction and that it is just not
normal.
The moral aspect of homosexual relations raised some interesting reasoning that could be
linked to the underlying religious grounds for attitudes which disapprove of homosexual
relationships. The justifications which accompanied respondent's opinion that such relations are
morally wrong included that it is not the way God intended for us to live, and such relationships
are only wrong if they are sexual in nature. Two respondents mentioned that their personal
religious perspective deems homosexual relations as morally wrong, but that it is also wrong to
be judgmental.
For the final question, probing the acceptability of being a gay man or a lesbian and
engaging in the same intimate activities as any heterosexual being, some of those who indicated
their acceptance did so with a reluctant tone by indicating their opinion that homosexuality is
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wrong, but that "we shouldn't stop them from doing it." A number of responses referred to
homosexuals as "them" or "they," and included themselves in a different group as "we." Such
groupings lend support to the notion of ethnocentrism in that, homosexuals are considered by
some as an out-group while heterosexuals are considered as an in group whose sexual customs
C> ,
are superior in some way. One respondent expressed that everyone has the right to choose their
partner, and that "at the end of the day, God judges us individually." Of the seven responses that
indicated homosexuality should not be accepted as an alternative lifestyle, two justified this
belief with the mention that we all commit sins but that does not mean it should be acceptable.,
As is the case with much qualitative data, the open ended questions at the end of this survey
provided an insight as to which areas of this particular topic would benefit from further research.
It would seem that the patterns found in respondents answers point towards the need for a more
in depth analysis of the difference between homosexual behavior that is considered "wrong"
versus "morally wrong," and perhaps also a closer look at where attitudes regarding
homosexuality stem from, for instance parents, social groups, or religious figures of authority.
Although attitudes towards homosexuality have become more liberal in recent years
within the United States, it is still highly stigmatized by many, as demonstrated in the recent
homophobic scandal by fast food chain Chick-Fil-A as they brought out an anti-gay menu in
2012, in their stance against gay marriage. Instances such as this emphasize the need for further
research on what ingrained societal belief systems are associated with and therefore facilitate
negative attitudes towards those labeled as gay or lesbian within the greater society.
The sample for this survey was somewhat restricted in its generalizability in the way that
the findings are only applicable to college students in the Midwest region, and the sample size
was fairly small. In further research it would be interesting to carry out a similar survey in
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different regions oftbe United States as well as overseas in nations such as the United Kingdom,
and Australia, to observe the differences in attitudes towards homosexuality and also to see
Whether religiosity is a predictor of such attitudes in these diverse areas. Much of the previous
research carried out in this area found interesting trends when they compared some of the
demographic variables. Finley and Walther (2003) found that men and European Americans held
stronger homophobic attitudes than women and members of minority groups. In another study
however, it was found that black heterosexual students had more negative attitudes towards GLB
persons than white heterosexual college students (Whitely et al., 2011). Rowatt et al (2006)
found in their study that alongside religious fundamentalism emerging as the strongest predictor
of prejudice against homosexuals, it appeared that women had more negative self-reported
attitudes towards gays and lesbians than men; a sex difference which bas not occurred in most
other research studies and therefore deserves further investigation. Given that attitudes are
subject to change within societies over time it would be beneficial to track and analyze the,
changing attitudes within society over a longitudinal research approach. Relations between two
people of the same sex is a relatively recently accepted relationship norm, which saw more
people being open about their sexual orientation following the counter culture movement of the
seventies. It would be of interest therefore to further investigate the patterns of attitudes towards
same sex relationships and sexual activities with various demographic variables such as race,
sex, geographical location and various other social background elements that could be related to
the attitudes one develops over time.
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Appendix A: Altenmeyer and Hunsberger's (1992) Right-Wing
Authoritarianism Scale
1. Our co t '11us to d un ry WI be great i,; we honor the ways of our forefathers, do what the authorities tell
2 It
' 0, and get nd of the rotten applies" who are nnnmg everythmg.
· IS wo d f 1wi h n er u that young people can protest anything they don't like, and act however they
IS nowadays
3. It is al b '. ., .th w~ys etter to trust the Judgment of the proper authontIes ill government and religion
1
)an Ito listen to the noisy rabble-rousers in our society who are trying to create doubt il~
4 eop e's minds.
· P~odPle should pay less attention to the Bible and the other old traditional forms of relizious
gm a" .' 05 WI nee, and instead develop their own personal standards of what IS moral and immoral.
.ord:t our country really needs, instead of more "civil rights," is a good stiff dose of law and
6 .. ', Our country will be destroyed someday if we do not smash the perversions eating away at our
1110ralfiber' d d" I . c.7 TI an tra mona heliefs.·f ie Sooner we get rid of the traditional family structure, where the fatber is the head of the
c.atTII.lyand the children are tauo-ht to obey authority automatically, the better. The old-
lashlon d 08, Th . .e way has a lot wrong with it.
9.Thei IS nothin~ wrong with premarital sexual intercourse" '
e facts on cnme sexual immorality and the recent publIC disorders all show we have to
crack d ,.' .'own harder on deviant groups and troublemakers If we are going to save our moral
standa d10. TI . r, s and preserve law and order.
11 I :el.e IS nothing immoral or sick in somebody's being a homosexual.
, t IS 111 d d .12. Obed.,portant to protect fully the rights of radicals an evmnts.
13, Tl I~nce IS the most Important Virtue chIldren should learn. ,
14. O~~e IS no "one right way" to live your life. Everybody has to create his own way. .
d e OUt government leaders condemn the dangerous elements II1 OUI socwty, It WIll be the
uty of every patriotic citizen to help stomp out the rot that is poisoning our country from
WIthIn
IS, '16,GSovernment, judges and the police should never be allowed to censor books,, Olne of 1 0 d 1 10 do not respect our flaz our
I t re worst people in our country nowa ays are t rose w 1 "'
eaders d b d17, I ,an the normal way things are supposed to e. one, , '
11 these troubled times laws have to be enforced WIthout mercy, espeCIally when deahng
With th ' .' . , . hi (J18, A ,e agltators and revolutlOnanes who are stn nng t 1110Sup, , ' ' '
as !,elsts and others who have rebelled against the established rehglo
ns
arc no doubt every bit
19 S cod and virtuous as those who attend church regularly, 1, 0l11e . id b t they set older they oug rt to
b young people sometimes set rebellIoUS leas, U as 0
eCOl11e1 . . 0 .20,1h . 110le mature and forget such thll1gs, , ",' "<I. E ere IS no th ing really wronz with a lot of tlle thmgs SOIlle peop Ie call slOS. J .
111 vkcryone should have his 0;:'" life-style, religious beliefs, and sexual preferences, even I It
a es h d' ,22 TI ..lm Ifferent from everyone else, ' 'f' d 'f, le situat' , " " the strongest methods would be Justl.Ie 1
the '. Ion 111 our country lS gett1l1g so seIlOUS,
23 .. A~ltleIll:l~nated the troublemakers and got us back to our true pallth,.. t to be riaht about10ntl . 1 I aders (Jenera Y tUIn ou b
tho es such as parents and our natrona e 0
I11gs,and the radicals and protestors are almost always wrong,
L
19
I
24. A lot of our rules regarding modesty and sexual behavior are just customs which are not
necessarily any better or bolier than those which other people follow.
25. There is absolutely nothing wrong with nudist camps.
26. The real keys to the "good life" are obedience, discipline, and sticking to the straight and
narrow.27. We should treat protestors and radicals with open arms and open minds, since new ideas are
the lifeblood of progressive change.
28. What our country really needs is a strong, detennined leader who will crush evil, and take us
back to our truth path.29. Students must be taught to challenge their parents' ways, confront the authorities, and
criticize the traditions of our society.
30. One reason we have so many troublemakers in our society nowadays is that parents and other
authorities have forgotten that good old-fashioned physical punishment is still one of the best
ways to make people behave properly.
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Appendix B: Altemeyer and Hunsberger's (1992) Religious
Fundamentalism Scale
I. ;,'Od has given mankind a complete, unfailing guide to happiness and salvation which must
e totally followed '
2. All of the . 1" . . .3 Of re igions In the world has flaws and wrong teach mgs .
. b raU the people on this earth, one group has a special relationship with God because it
4. ;h~e~es.:he most in his revealed truths and tries the hardest to follow his laws.
sh ong -es tab lished rradiuoo s In relIgIOn show the best way to honour and serve God and
5 R ould never be compromised. '6: ;~~gIOn must admit all its past tailings, and adapt to modem life if it is to benefit humanity.
1
11 you get nght down to It there are only two kinds of people 10 the world: the Rizhteous
W 10 '11' 0 '
7. Diff WI be rewarded by God; and the rest, who will not.
rizh erent religions and phIlosophIes have dIfferent versIOns of the truth, and may be equally
8 b t In their own way .. The basic cause of evil in this world is Satan, who is still constantly and ferociously fighting
agamst God b
9 I .IO. ~~ more important to be a good person than to believe in God and the rigbt religion.
b . one religion IS especially close to God, nor docs God favor any parttcular group of
ehevers11 .· God will . . l' .12 N . I punish most severely those who abandon his true re Iglon
13' I 0 sIltgle book ofreligious writings contains all the important truths about life.
· t IS SIlly to think people can be divided into "the Good" and "the Evil." Everyone does some
good ad'14 G ; n some bad th111gS. .S. od s true followers must remember that he requires them to coostaotly fight Satan and
atan's all"15 antes on this earth.· Parents should encourage their children to study all religions without bias, then make up their
OWn . 0
16. The ~11i~dsab?l~t what to believe. . '17" re 1.1 a religion on this earth that teacbes, WIthout error, God s truth. .
· Satan" is just the name people cive to their own bad impulses. There really IS no such thing
as a d' b . b18. Whe ia ol.lca~ "Prince of Darknes.s" who tel11~ts us: u
19 nevel science and sacred SCrIpture conflIct, sCIence must be wrono· .
20: ~here is 110 body of teachings, or set of scriptures, which is completely WIthout error.
.0 lead the best, most tDeaningfullife, one must belong to the one, true relIgIOn
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Appendix C: Herek's (1988) Attitudes Toward lesbians and Gay Men Scale
1. Lesbians just can't fit into our society.
2. Female homosexuality is a sin.
3. Female homosexuality in itself is no problem, but what society makes of it can be a problem4.
Lesbians are sick.
5. I think male homosexuals are disgusting
6. Male homosexuality is a perversion.
7. Just as in other species, male homosexuality is a natural expression of sexuality in human men
8. Male homosexuality is merely a different kind of lifestyle that should not be condemned
22
Il
Appendix D: Attitudes toward Gay and Lesbian Scale
1. I do not really find the thought of homosexual acts disgusting.
2. Homosexuals are more likely to commit deviant sexual acts, such as child molestation, rape,
and voyeurism (Peeping Toms), than are heterosexuals.
3. Two individuals of the same sex holding hands or displaying affection in public is revolting.
4. The love between two males or two females is quite different from the love between two
persons of the opposite sex.
5. Homosexuality, as far as I'm concerned, is not sinful.
6. The increasing acceptance of homosexuality in our society is aiding in the deterioration of
morals.
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Appendix E: Qualitative Questions
1. Do you think homosexual relations between consenting adults should be illegal?
2. What about sexual relations between two adults of the same sex-do you think it is always
wrong, almost always wrong, wrong only sometimes, or not wrong at all?
3. Do you personally think that homosexual relationships between consenting adults are morally
wrong or not a moral issue?
4. Do you feel that homosexuality should be considered an acceptable alternative lifestyle or not?
24
J
